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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

2. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to 

non-statutory subject matter, particularly, the feature "an article of manufacture for controlling a 

media player, comprising: a computer readable medium having computer readable code 

mean..." as recited in claim 15. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his Invention. 

4. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite forfaiting 

to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 

invention. 

Claim 5 is indefinite because there is no antecedent basis for the limitation "said non- 

user" in line 2. Examiner considers this limitation as "a non-user" for purpose of examining only. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 

basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
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only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1, 10,12,14 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 

Jarman (U.S. 6.889,383 B1). 

Regarding claim 1, Jarman teaches a method for controlling a media player (consumer 

system), comprising: determining at least one rule defining a predefined non-user event 

(navigation object 320a provides a description 327a, i.e., "scene of bloodshed" - see coL 12, 

lines 10-13), said rule including at least one condition (start 321a and stop 323a) and an action 

item (filtering action 325a) to be performed to automatically adjust said media player when said 

condition is satisfied (i.e.. skip or mute) (see col. 12, lines 10-19); analyzing input infonnation 

(multimedia content) characterizing a non-user event (program or video) to identify said 

condition (see col. 12, lines 25-28); and performing said action item if said condition is satisfied 

(see col. 12, lines 28-36). 

Regarding claim 10, Jarman teaches that the media player comprises a computer (see 

col. 11, lines 47-49). 

Regarding claim 12. Jarman teaches that the media player comprises a television (see 

col. 11, lines 47-50). 

Regarding claim 14, Jarman teaches an apparatus for controlling a media player 

(consumer system), comprising: a memory (computer readable media) for storing computer 

readable code (computer-executable instructions or data structure); and a processor operatively 

coupled to said memory (see col. 7, lines 20-62), said processor configured to: determine at 

least one rule defining a predefined non-user event (navigation object 320a provides a 

description 327a, i.e., "scene of bloodshed" - see col. 12, lines 10-13). said rule including at 

least one condition (start 321a and stop 323a) and an action item (filtering action 325a) to be 

performed to automatically adjust said media player when said condition is satisfied (i.e., skip or 
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mute) (see col. 12, lines 10-19); analyze input information (multimedia content) characterizing a 

non-user event (program or video) to identify said condition (see col. 12, lines 25-28); and 

perform said action item if said condition is satisfied (see col. 12, lines 28-36). 

Regarding claim 15, Jarman teaches an article of manufacture for controlling a media 

player (consumer system), comprising: a computer readable medium having computer readable 

code means (computer-executable instructions or data structure) embodied thereon (see col. 7, 

lines 20-62), said computer readable code means comprising: a step to determine at least one 

rule defining a predefined non-user event (navigation object 320a provides a description 327a, 

i.e., "scene of bloodshed" - see col. 12, lines 10-13), said rule including at least one condition 

(start 321a and stop 323a) and an action item (filtering action 325a) to be performed to 

automatically adjust said media player when said condition is satisfied (i.e., skip or mute) (see 

col. 12, lines 10-19); a step to analyze input information (multimedia content) characterizing a 

non-user event (program or video) to identify said condition (see col. 12, lines 25-28); and a 

step perform said action item if said condition is satisfied (see col. 12, lines 28-36). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the Invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 2-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jarman 

(U.S. 6,889,383 B1). 

Regarding claims 2-3, Jarman does not teach input information is generated by an 

information capture device as a visual capture device. Further regarding claim 4, Jarman does 
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not teach the program or the non-user event comprising a non-user appearing in the vicinity of 

the media player.Official Notice is taken that capturing audiovisual information comprised 

objects and/or characters in scenes by camera or camcorder is well known in the art. Therefore, 

it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 

to modify the system of Jarman by capturing audiovisual information comprised objects and/or 

characters by camera or camcorder for purpose of providing video. 

9. Claims 5, 11 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Jarman (U.S. 6,889,383 B1) in view of Imagawa et aL (EP 0919906 A2). 

Regarding claim 5, Jarman does not teach that the condition comprises detection of 

motion by a non-user. However, Imagawa teaches monitoring motion by a non-user such as 

camera (see col. 3, lines 0011). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 

the art at the time the invention was made to modify the system of Jarman by including 

detection of motion by camera as taught by Imagawa for purpose of monitoring motion. 

Regarding claims 11 and 13, Jarman does not explicitly teach that the action item 

comprises changing a display of the computer and/or changing a program channel of the 

television. However, Imagawa teaches content of control or action item may include changing 

channels of the equipment, moving or modifying an object on the display of information 

equipment, wherein the equipment includes a television or a personal computer (see col. 5, 

0020; col. 6-7, 0023). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 

the time the invention was made to modify the system of Jarman by including action item of 

changing a display of the computer and/or changing a program channel of the television as 

taught by Imagawa in order to automate controlling the equipment. 

10. Claims 6-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jarman 

(U.S. 6.889,383 B1) in view of Handelman (US 6,654,721 B2). 
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Jarman does not explicitly teach that the condition comprises a voice signal or visual 

image, associated with a non-user, that does/does not match a stored profile voice signal or 

stored profile image, A speech recognition unit coupled to a microphone is operative to compare 

characteristics of voice expression to the stored speech characteristics of the subscriber, and an 

image processor coupled to a camera is operative to compare picture of subscriber to the stored 

images of the subscriber as taught by Handelman (see col. 3, lines 23-28 and coL 3, line 64 to 

col. 4, line 3; col. 4, lines 37-67; col. 5, lines 1-4; col. 8, lines 8-9, lines 61-6; col. 9, lines 52-67). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 

was made to modify the system of Jarman by including a speech recognition unit operative to 

compare characteristics of voice expression to the stored speech characteristics of the 

subscriber, and an image processor operative to compare picture of subscriber to the stored 

images of the subscriber as taught by Handelman for purpose of voice activating device to 

operate various functions in the system. 

Conclusion 

11.    The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 

disclosure. 

Logan (US 6,631,271 B1) teaches a rules-based system for monitoring the movement 

and relative location of a plurality of electronic devices and performing specified actions when 

the conditions specified in tone or more rules are satisfied. 

Shalvi (US 5,521,652 A) teaches a control device determines how close the person is to 

the video monitor and either disrupts the video signal being received by the video monitor or 

disrupts the power running the video monitor depending upon how close the person is standing 

to the video monitor. 
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Park et al. (US 6,460,180 B1) teach enabling an/or disabling selected types of broadcast 

triggers. 

Gutta et al. (US 20020174426 A1) teach method and apparatus for activating a media 

player based on user behavior. 

Gutta et al. (US 20020144259) teach method and apparatus for controlling a media 

player based on user activity. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 

should be directed to Ngoc K. Vu whose telephone number is 571-272-7306. The examiner can 

normally be reached on Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 

supervisor, John W. Miller can be reached on 571-272-7353. The fax phone number for the 

organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 

may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 

applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 

system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 

PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Ngoc K.Vu 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2623 

May 15, 2006 


